. axiexgiamte our favorite domestic institution, and piunge the
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the exposition of these objects for
did not think proper to appoint the
posed, and the only opportanity left 2
peinciple upon which I acted was by offeri 1
which I aid on the 10th January, 1804, aud by m:f
all the aets of Congress legislating upon the people
aoa during that session. ”
¢ Let me repeat that ull these questions as
wers of Congress were al that time new unsettled.
?l:'-ing my judgment upon them, I had re only to the
Eaculti¢s of my own understanding, to the letter of the consti~
tation, to the first Iﬂnc]:j?m of society and government, as
wised in our republican institutions, and to the light of
the 2 scussions in houses of Congress u that oecasion.
There was uo precedent upon the record. The anuexation of
a foreign people to the North American formed a
sew era in our national anvals. The principles upon which
that great chiange in our condition was to be effected, and the
orms by which it was to be made lawful, conformably to the
wrae theory of human rights, involved considerations of a mag-
mitade of which we are not yet all aware. The laws of that
session relative to Louisiana have very recently been followed
mmeed:ntl in the annexation to this Union of the territory
ple of Florida. In the perfectly regular exercise,
and P“ml of the most rigorous justics of powers iden-
tieal with asdumed and graote

moti §

ittee which I pro-
me for reeording the
the resolutions

against
Louisi-

extent of th

xmn which the halls of Congress, the streets of your eities,
its of your tains, and the echoes of your val-
leys, have re ded with ¢l 's of violated rights and un-
constitutional sets of despotism, It wus not in the exercise
Genernl Juckson in 1821 of powers so incompatible with
our institutions—it was in the sssumption and grant by Con-
gress of those powers in 1803 that the real constitutional ques-
tiom was involved ; and it is no small satisfuetion to me that 1
am enabled to refer you to those very votes which General
Saayihe imputes to unwoi thy motives for proof that from the
first day thut I was called to act in your public councils I have
ield the Government of your Union to be a Goverament of
Fimited powers; thut Congress could not lawlully exercise
say powers not granted to them by the people in the eonstitu-
tion, and that powers in th Ives of & tr lental nature
«<annot be assumed by construction as incidental to the express-
ed powers of apparent import so muech more limited than
themselves.

“¢ Among the citizens who in 1803 and 1804 voted for all these
laws mlatin‘ to Louisiana, there were some who, upon ques-
tions of far inferior magnitude, sccording to my eonception,
bave been less liberal in their indulgence to constructive pow-
ers. It is pot for me eitherto question their motives or to re-

oucile their opinions with th i
Indeed, 1 think, Mr. President, that all candid men will

'
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by that little seetion |
which 1 have quoted, yon have recently witnessed seenes |
| motion of the general happiness and the consummation of our

trymen, tut which have been so alarmingly
and which it is to be feared are st this mo-

ment in danger of utter extinction. This is the complexion
and extent of my smbition, and 1 devoutly beseech the Al-
mighty that he will vouchsafe its gratification. Let me be
with denunciation, derision, contempt, and even in-

famy ; and yet does it seem to me that I shall be sble to en-
dute it all without a murmur, provided that it shall be at the
same time. sdmitted by my edversaries that my bappy
country and its free institutions have heermuad. in part by
my poor exertions, from the overthrow with which they are boih
now threatened by sectional*jealousies, by fieree and fiery fana-
ticism, by untempered zedl, and, it may be, in part also, by
| p selish and unscrupulous ambition for local ascendency and
| influence. I am aware, sir, that it has been predicted that the
| course which T am pursuing will not be approved by my own
constituents. If my friends feel any spprehension on this
| point, I beseech them to be of good cheer. [If my enemica
| are anticipating the discredit which they suppose is about te
fall upon me from being deprived of the cheering countenance
and support of those patriotic freemen who have made me all
that I am as a public man, and who have generously placed
me upon a theatre of action where I might mingle my ener-
gies in liberal rivalry with those eminent patriots and sages
and heroes of the republic whom I see around me, for the pro-

national glory, I can assure them that they will be doomed to
utter disappointment. I do notia the least degres doubt that
my conduct here will stand approved by those to whom I am
chiefly responsible ; but, even if it be my fate to incur cbn-
demnation where I have hoped for approval, 1 shall never re-
gret for an instant what [ am now doing ; snd I feel suthor-
ized 10 ¢'ose this hasty and irregular speech with a prediction
that the indications now so apparent every where in favor of
the plan of settlement before us will continue to multiply
upon our vision, until the acclamations of twenty millions of
people shall be heard to break forth upon the consummation
of that scheme of , of conciliation, and of compromise,
which is to mark the year 1850 as the most kappy and most
glorious in our national annals.

Mr. CLEMENS. As the Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
Fuore) has concluded his remarks with a formal and solemn
announcement that this compromire scheme will pass, and,
moreover, that it is to receive the warm and cordial approval
of the American people—as I bave heard this same announce-
ment made here before—as [ have =een it ofien in the public
press; | hope that T also may be allowed to express an opinion
upon the subject. [ tell the Senator that, notwithstanding

acknowledge that the vital principle of popular sovereignty®,
set forth so strongly inthis letter of Mr. Adams, is quite dis-
tinetly asserted in the last of those resolutions introduced in the
year 1849 by Mr. Calboun, which, with ths view of strength-
ening my attitude, if possible, in the estimation of the Senstor
from Florida, I will now read. It runs thus :

““Resolved, That it is a fundamental principle in our politi-
<al ereed that a tcop‘:. in forming & constitution, have the
uneonditional right to torm and adopt the government which
they may think best to secure their liberty, prosperity, and
biappiness ; and that, in conformity thereto, no other condi-
tion is imposed by the Federal Counstitution on a State in or-
der o be admitted into this Union, except that its coustitu-
tion shall be republican ; aud that the imposition of any other
by Congress would not only be in violation of the constitution, |
but in direct conflict with the principle on-which our political
system rests.”

Now, Mr. President, I think we see here pretty plainly
what was the doctrine of the Republican party of 1823, At that
time Mr. Adams was a member of it, as [ have already said,
and highly esteemed assuch. We see on what principles heact-
ed when in the Senate of the United States. We see plainly
thet in Virginia, and throughout the Union at large, when
there was a great outery in favor of what is called the “‘State
rights doctrines,” Mr. Adams’s letter was recognised as entirely
anexceplionable in its character. No man then waz considered
a madman, or a traitor to the S uth, who adhered to and
asserted the great fundsmental principles of civil liberty. To
these principles [ have been heretoiore a devotee, and expeet
to remain such to the end of my public career; and [ will
add, that, cou'd I renounce these principles now, or even fal-
terin my soppost of them, I should feel myself little worthy
o represent the noble constituency who sent me here, and
wvho have been pleased to support my humble efforts 1o serve

them upon this flror with a degree of approbation of which
ooe far more meritorious than myself might be justly proud.

{ «ball not now press upon the at'ention of the Senate the
sound principles of constitutional law contained in this letter
of Mr. Adams. It is unnecessary, for he has so distinetly
pressnted them, and so cogently enforced them also, that
no man whose mind is properly constituted, and who is
friendly at heart to. our free institutions, can fail to ac-
cord to them his hearty homsge and support. But if the
doctrines promulgated by Mr. Adams in 1823, as a repub-
lican Presidential candidate, are thus entitled to favor-
ahle consideration, I should like to know how it happens that
e hear gentlemen who profess to belong to the State Rights
. strict construction school, claiming for Congress not only au-
tharity to establich Territorial Governments, but authority also
%o enact laws designed to have the effect in the Tetritories of
the Union, either of imparting additionsl foree and dignity to
rights already amply secured by the constilution itself, or
which, if not so sccured, can heve mo existence st all, for
wrant of compatibility with that sacred instrament? How isit
that genilemen who have been heretofore so jealous of all at-
tempts on the part of Congress to legislate vn the subject of
African slavery, and who have, with good reason too, pro-
fessed o fear that any act of legislation upon this delicate sub-
ject, howover trivial and unimportant in its character, might
serve 25 a forerunner to acts of aggression upon the rights of the
Bouth of the most appalling and ruinous nature—how isit, 1 say,
that these very gentlemen, or that even a single one of thisclass
«»f persons, can reconcile it to his sense of propriety, toask, yea,
todemand, at the bands of Congress positive legislation of a most
suabetantial and vital character, which, if it shall once tuke
place with the sanction of the South, either express or im-
phied, must inevi'ably draw afier it, and without much delay,
o, a sweeping Uongressional enactment, which will utterly
‘whole South in hopeless sud remediless ruin ? How is it
that professed sirict constructionists can contend for the ex-
erwcise on the part of the Foderal Government of a power
which the most subtle and ingenious reasoner that the re-

has ever produced, has never been able to show had
the losst possible claim to exist, even as an over:t-aned im-
plication ’ I confess that I find myself totally incapable of un-
derstanding the course of certain honorable gentlemen at this
meoment, and I do most seriously fear that they sre not so for-
tuaate #s perfectly to understand themselves, and as clearly to
«Jdescry the patural and inevitable consequences of their own
acts as it would be desirable they should be able to do st a mo-
mmect eo full of danger to the South, ard to the whole Union.
Bare especially is the conduct of these gentlemen surprising,
when all that they seek to obtain at the hands of Congr: ss, by
am unconstitutional enactment, will be 50 much more easily
and legitimately obtained from the Territorial Governments
awhea they shall bave been duly organized, whose solemn
duty it will be to affurd protection, security, and a prosper-
ous «itality to all rights of property of whatever kind or de-
scription not incompatible with the constitation of the United
States.  This obligation to afford protection to rights of pro-
pecty in general will, of course, have a peculiarly forcible ap-
plication to those rights of property specially guarantied by the
acoenstitution itself.

M. COOPER, of Penpsylvania, (from his seat,) sug-
gosted a remarkable coincidence between the recent speech of
#swaeral Cass and the doctrine of Mr. Adams's letter.

Mr. FOOTE. Yes, sir, it is true that such coincidence

doos exist, and [ was so much etrack with it as almost to
fivel some suiprise at learning from my honorable friend from
Michigan that he hal not recently seen Mr. Adams’s letter,
aod that he hed indeed no distinct recoilection of having ever
eead it at o]l [ shou'd have sugge:ted this coincidence
axyeelf, but for the fact that I am regarded by some as having
aa overweening admiration for the distinguished Senstor from
Michigan, and a very particular sympathy in his political
Sortunes.

M. President, Texpeet to be as-siled on: account of my hav-
ing undertaken thus fraukly and unreservedly to declare my
wiews upin this profoundly interes'ing snd important sub-
Joct Itis almost impr-luihé that I shall bs so fortunate as to
=scape altack both here and el:ewhere. Thank Heaven,
though, I am preparcd 1o meet all such hostility ; let it but
<mne ia s courteous and parlismentary form, and I shall
wladly encounter it. My conduct about this whole matter
faas been open and undisguised, and 1 undertske 1o say has
fmen morked with as much cm-ideration for the opinions
aod feelings of others as could in reason hs demand-
@d. Foeblo a5 ae my powers as s debater, [ feel that |
am veady to defend mysell ard my rpinions against all
who may choose 1o wage war upoa either. My motives |
&now are b yoml question, and [ do not dredd any scrutiny
wolich may Le inmituted in regasd to them. T profese to be a

his seeming confidence, it is wholly impossible for this bill to
pass without material amendment. It is lingering through a
wretched existence now by the mere sufferance of its enemies,
We could have strangled it at its birth—three of us could
have killed it yesterday—mwe ean lay it on the table to-day.

Mr. FOOTE. If the Senator will allow me, I will ex-
plain that I did not wish to be understoo] as being opposed to
amendments, but exactly the contrary. I am in favor of vari-
ous amendments to the bill ; and the reason that [ objected to
the vote of the Senator from Florida in favor of laying it upon
the table yesterday was, that he seemed to me to be laboiing
to preclude all amendment.

Mr. CLEMENS. I know the Senator has repeatedly
announced his willingness to sce. the bill so amended as to
mske it more ncceptable ; but it so happens that we never
ean propose an amendment which is acceptable to him.
When bis colleagua (Mr. Davis) offers an amendment not
half so strong as one proposed a little more than three years
ago to another bill, and which then met the full approbation
of the entire South, the Senator finds out that itis a ** hideous
usurpation”—something unheard of before—a weakening of
the just cause of the South, and little short of treason to Ler
interests. ‘

Mr. FOOTE. Will my friend allow me to say that I
cautiously avoided saying a word in relation to that amend-
ment ! 'On the contrary, | said distinctly, on yesterday, that
though I did not deem the amendment of my colleague at all
necessary, yet that I might possibly vote for it in a spirit of
compromize.

Mr. CLEMENS. The honorable Senator will paidon
me for saying that, although he did not say the amendment
itself was hideous, he did eay that for Congress to pass an
affirmative amendment of that character would be a hideous
usurpation of power, and he did say that it was something
new and unheard of before. In reply to the Senator from
Florida, (Mr. Yores,) he repeatedly dec'ared that Le did not
ask for any affirmative declaration, on the part of Congress,
that the rights of property should be protected in the Verrito-
ries. It is impossible, gir, that in this motter [ can be mista-
ken. Now, it so happens that a stronger amendment than
the one now upon your table has, on a previous cceasion,
passed the House of Representatives. It so happens that,
in the Oregon territorial bill, a proviso was inserted far
stronger than we now propose. On the 16th of January,
18147, the following previso was attached to the Oregon bill
in the other House, or rather the b:ll passed the House on
that day. .

“Provided, That no provisions of such laws, or of any act
hereafter passed by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory,
shall be 80 construed es to restrict citizens of any of the
United States, or of any Territory thereof, from emigratin
with their property and residing in said Territory, and hold-
ing and Ipolmaing their property therein, and fully participat-
ing in all the hencfits, advantages, privileges, and immunities
thereof, as & Territory of the United States ; and all laws or
parts of laws which shall prevent the full enjoyment of such
rights are hereby declured null and void,” i

And now, sir, when we offer a sim'lar amerdment, though
in & milder form, it is promptly denounced, or at lesst the
epeecles sustaining it are denounced, in the stroogest terms,
and that, too, by a Southern Senator. Wor e still, the Sen-
ator will bave it that the Senator from Florida (Mr. Yurer)
gave utterance to sentiments which he has again and again
repudiatel. He arraigns a brother Senator, and insists upon
trying him for opinions he does not hold. He chiozes to rely
upon his own recollection, and the loose report of the Re-
public, utterly discarding the authorized report in the Intelli-
gencer, and the public declarations of the Senator from Flo-
rida male here to-day in the face of the Senate. Is this the
mauifestation of any thing like a friendly spirit either for the
amendment or itsadvocates ?  Sir, T was more than astonish-
ed'10 hearthe Senator from Mississippi announce that he regard-
ed it as odious ard monstrous to ask an affirmance of our
rights by Congress. It is what was done by every Southern
man three years sgo; for [ have no doubt that every one
of them voted for and sustained it. What, then, has brought
this change about ? How does it happen that we dare not now
demand what was then freely conceded ? J

Mr. FOOTE. Will the gentleman a'low me to say that
I was not in Congrese at the period to which he is alluding ?
and [ now advise him that I never approved of the proviso
that he has juit read. I thought at the time of its introduc-
tion, and do yet thick, that the gentleman who brought it
forward did not exhibit, in do'ng o, his sccustomed discre-
tion. I feared then all the embarrassment which has sub:e-
quently grown out of it. I am of opinion that this proviso
has, more or less, drawn our constitutional rights into ques-
tion, and apprars to imply the possession of legislative pow-
ers on the part of the Territorial Government such as I believe
that they cannot rightfully and constitutionally exercise. The
gentlemar will not fail to perceive, though, that this proviso
is simply restric'ive upon the Territorial Government, and
might, perhaps, under the circumstances now existing, not be
at all mischievous in its tendency, as merely prohibiting un-
¢copstitutional legislation ; whereas the species of amendment
advocated by the 8 from Florida proposes that Congress
itself shall legislate in a menner deemed by me unconstitu-
tional for the extension of,slavery into the Territories.

Mr. CLEMENS. If it was an indiscretion, it was one
that met the sanction of the whole South ; and [ can well
afford to bear the share that may fall to me, when divided
among so large a number.

I do not intend to do more than sllude to and deny the
wild and fanciful doctrine of the Senator in relation to the
““inherent right” of a bandful of squatters upon the public
lands to erect themselves into a sovereiznty, and form a
government for themselves. Neitherdo 1 wish to comment
upon the authority he has brought hcre to sustain the posi-
tion. It sounded strange to my ears to hear him reiding the
letters of John Quincy Adamsas political truths that admitted
of no denial. I do not mean to say any thing of Mr. Adama
but what is respectful. He has gone to give an account of
his conduct befire a higher tribunal than this. That he was
a great man, no one will deny—a man of deep learning, of
many and varied sttainments —but I never heard b.fore that
it was aliegether safe for a Southern men to consult bim os
an eracle, [ recollrct his celebrated declaration that he
would rejoice to see the day of emancipation come, even if it
flooded the whole Bouth with blood. He is no suthority for
me, and if the Senator chooses to rely upon him, I can only
say that, in my opinion, he has sclected a most dangerous
guide. ' .

eonservalive, in the most expanded and most exalted mean-
ing of that term. I perceive plainly that ulfraism in both |
sections of the coufederacy is beginning 1o put on an aspect |
decidedly menacing. 1 bave learned through the Union' of
yesterday that a systematic effort will be probibly made to |
induce the Nashville Convestion to demand cemain constitu-
tional amendments, known to be imp wsible of attainment, as

= sine gua non 1 8 scttlement of ¥xisting differences betwoen B .
| it is nothing short of a flagrant disregard of a sacred du y.

the North and the South.  But for th= aaserted respectability
af the gentleman 10 whose letter in the Union [ bave just ro-
Sared, and the fact of its publication having been made und r
tho auspics of o highly respictable and ivfluential member of
42 ongress, | should not have deemed it necessary thus to no-
tice its ajpearance at all.  But, looking upon the positions
asumed in tha' le'ter to be of a nature highly objecionable,
and eve: mice isvous, [ have felt bound n)t to pass it by with-
aat gotice, though 1 will notice it without the least in‘ention
of eaying maore than thet [ solemuly protest against its de-
wsands, Mr President, | confess that [ am ambitious of co-
aperating with patnoiic men of all parties at this fearfol and
perplexing crws, in peserving the safety and honor of the
Sauth, without endangering in the least the safety and hm_mf
of e Nonth, and in preserving and pergetusting our free in-
slitations for 'he bLonefit of countless generations yet to
come. | wish 10 assist in re evablishing those ties of fra-
ternal il ction which once g0 strongly bound together the whole

Mr. Pre ident, among the many singular developments
with which this compromise committee and compromise bill
have caused us to be favored, not the least remakable is the
separste a'titudes essumed by the Senator from Kentucky
(Mr. Crax) and Lis co-laborer, the Senator (rom Mississippi,
(Mr. Foorx,) towards the present Administration. The Se-
nator from Kentucky bas emphatically declared that the poli-
cy of uon-sc'ion is the most ruinous that can be adopted ; that

| Oa the other hand, the Sengtor from Mississip;i tells us thet
| Gongress has no constitutional power to establish Territorial
Gvernments, and thus broadly and wnqualifi-dly endorses
the recommendation of the President.  If the Senator is right,
the President has done his duty, and his duty only. Thus
we have exhibited the spectacle of a leading D :mocrat sustain-
ing 8 Whig Administrat on upon the most impoitant of all
is measures, while the great leader of the Whig party of the
Union—the one who has done more than any other man, or
than all other men, to build it up—finds himself constrained to
| assnil ard oppore the Chief Magistrate his party have placed
| in power. Politics, a5 well as misery, sometimes make
strange bedfellows, ard produce curivus resulis.

Not long since, Mr. President, the 8 nater from Mississppi
and myrell were pulling side by side in the same traces. |
must adil, also, that [ found him so fiery a yoke-fellow, [ was
uearly broken down in trying to keep up with him. Now we

are as wide as the poles.
it as wukind in me if [ undertake to trace up the course
each, and ascertain whichhunbmdudhiz!hu
I propose to read to the Benate extracts from the

fornia, and then to show that these sentiments were fully con-
curred in by the Senator from Miesissippi.

Mr. BERR(EN. Will the Senator from Alabama allow
me to interrupt him a moment ?  He has unintentionally fallen,
I thiok, into a misapprehension in regard to the provision
which he supposes passed the House of Representatives. 1
have the volume before me from which the tor has read.
It was my fortune to have been on the Committee on the Ju-
diciary in the Sena'e at the time, and the portion which he has
read, which is printed in italics, is an amendment reported by
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CLEMENS. 1did not say it passed the Senate, but
that it passed the House of Representatives.

Mr. BERRIEN. That is the misapprehension that I de-
sire to correct. These were the smendments reported to the
bill of the House of Representatives by the C. tiee on the
Judiciary of the Senate, when the bill was to them.

Mr. CLEMENS. And voted for by Southern members.

Mr. BERRIEN. That I doubt not. But, as [ have stated,
these were the amendments reported by the committee of the
Benate, but were not adopted ; and the subject did not go to
the House of Representstives.

Mr. CLEMENS. That is immaterial to the point I in-
tended to make ; which was, that the proposition now sub-
mitted by the Senator from Miseissippi (Mr. Davis) was
nothing new—that it had met, three years ago, the deliberate
approval of Southern Congressmen ; it is not material whether
they were members of this body or the other.

I was proceeding to show how far the Senator from Miseis-
sippi (Mr. Foore) was entitled to the merit of consistency.
At the close of his speech he said that he expected to be at-
tacked by ultraists, and desired to be—adding *¢ I am no ultra-
ist.” 8ir, the Senator’s memory must be exceedingly de-
fective, or he must have a remarkable facility for changing his
opinions. Ou yesterday he snnounced with great empbasis
that he was as ultra as any Southern man in Congress; to-
day he says he is no ultraist, and invites assoults from men of
that character.

Mr. FOOTE. Will the honorable Senator allow me to
say simply that when I employed the word ullra to-day I in-
tended, as will plainly appear from the context from which he
is now striving to detach it, ulfrafsm o tha tkind which de-
mands impracticable amendments of the constitution, through
the agency of the Nashville Convention ! Without the least
disrespect to any one, I will say that I meant to declare that
I was not an ultraist of the Wigfull genus.

Mr. CLEMENS. Noram L
amendment of the constitution. [ have never believed we
could getit. Ido mot believe we can get our rights under
the constitution as itis. I am willing to abide by the bond as
it is signed, but I have no hope that others will.

I understood the Senmator from Miuillip?i (Mr. Foorz)
yesterday to say that the admission of California, with her
present constitution and boundaries, was not a wrosg of which
the South bad any right to complain—that the of Cali-
fornia had formed the constitution, and excluded slavery—
that they had a right so to do, and that her admisson was no
concession to Northern feeling.

Mr. FOOTE. I stated distinctly when I' was 1pon that
topic, on yesterday, and when the Chair very proprly called
me to order, that I was still opposed to the admis-im of Cali-
fornia 'as o separate measure, and could only consnt to the
act of adm’ssion as a part of & general plan of canpromise.
I sey 85 yet, and would look upon its separate adnission as
authorizing the strongest mi of resi e ol the part
of the Bouth. ;

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator argued at somi length to
prove that there was no concession on either side; and cer-
tainly if this d.ctrine of inkerent right be corret, no one
has any right to question the propriety of what te Califor-
nians have done. Let us see if he has always héd similar
opinions. I have here a letter addressed by the Swnator and
his colleagues to John A. Quitman, Governor of tl: State of
Missizsippi.

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will allow me, [ will state
very frankly the circumstances connected with thy drawing
vp and signing of that letter before he reads it, leawng it then
to his own discretion to make any use he pleasei of it. It
did s» happen one day, during the session of this bidy, that a
letter was handed to me, addressed to the Goverjor of Mis-
sissippi, and subscribed by several of my colleagies, having
reference to the movement then in progress in thy House of
Representatives for the separate admission of Calfornia as a
State into the Union. Being exceedingly occipied at the
time, and having the most unlimited confidence ir tho:e who
sent the communication to me for my signature I signed it
without any special examination of its contents After an
hour or two the idea suggested itself to my mid that, as
the matter to which it related was of great inportance, it
would h> well encugh to request that the letier siould I%uhe
sent to the post office nntil it could be more partialarly look-
ed ioto. The proper steps were taken for its ditention ac-
cordingly, and o meeting of the Reprerentatives md Senalors
from Mississippi was called for the ensuing night, ot the room
of one of our colleagues. This meeting took plce, and the
letter first drawn op being regarded as more or less objection-
able, I eat down at the writing table and sketched such a
commuunication a4 I thought best, which had the fate also of
being rejected. A third letter was then, rather hastily, drawnup
by one of my colleagues, which is the one now in the hands of
the honorable Senator from Alabama ; which, being agreeable
to all my colleaguas then present, I did not object to, and sub-
seribed it, In that letter it was stated that, in the opinion of
us all, the admis:ion ol California, under existing circum-
stances, would be equivalent to the aloption of the Wilmot
proviso. I atill think, es I then thought, snd bave repeated-
ly declared in debate here, that such act of admission, o a
separate, substantive act, would be, if any thing, worse than
the Wilmot proviso; and” it is only as part of a gene-
ral scheme of compromise that 1 could vote for the
adnis-idn at all. The letter, as will be seen, failed to sug-
gest this dstinction, as was but natural, inasmuch es (he
scheme of comjromise now under consideration bad not then
been introduced. 1 had same slight objection to the letter at
the time, in reference to this point, but, from respect to my
colleagues, all the rest of whom, then present, were satisfied
with it, I furbore to expre:s it. DBut I did so a few days there-
after, to one of my colleagues now present, as he will, if ne-
cessary, attest. ‘T'his is the whole affair, so far as [ now re-
colleet it, which will be seen by all to be of rather an unim-
portant character to be thus formally introduced to the notice
of the Senate. But, as the Senator from Alsbama seems 1=
licitous to make some political capital out of it, bhe is quite
welcome to make any use of it he pleases. T canassure him
that my constiluents are too intelligent to condemn me very
harshly upon so slight a foundation as this letter can furnish.
Mr. CLEMENS resumed the floor, but gave way to
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, who said : If the Senator from
Alsbama will sllow me, as I amsomewhat involved in this
question, and ss my name has been introdoced as a witness
on both sides of the question, I suppose I must testify. The
first foct is as my collesgue has stated. We met together ;
and after a longand full discussion—afier rejecting one let-
ter, wriling another, and rejecting that, we sgreed upon a
third ; that is the one we transmitted. As I understocd it,
we finaily agreed merely to declare our view of the position in
which the question then stocd, and without suggestion to re
fer it to the Legislature and people of Mississippi. After it
had been determined thus to submit the question, avoiding
any expres<on of opinion vpon our side as to the course to
be pursued, I thought the lctter was reduced to a statement of
that which we all held to be a fact.

I did then, and do now, consider that when, without pro-
per authority, the people of California assembled in Conven-
tion, and assumed to sirip us, by their fundsmentsl law, of
the right which it'had been threatened to take from us by
the Wilmot proviso, and when the validity of that act is de-
pendant upon Congressional confirmation, that such confirm-
ation is not essentially different from the other form of direct
exclusion by Congress, known as the Wilmot proviso.

Mr. FOOTE. I wishnot to be misunderstood in this matter.
I said in the beginning that the letier was sent here by the
author, snd sigr.ed without examination, as T do meny letters
every day, in consequence of the unlimited confidence I had
in the gentlemnn who sent it. But I say further that, during
the day, I thought there was something in the phraseology
which was not exaetly right, lndeedj thought it was not
necessary Lo write any letter, and [ 8o expressed mysell. We
made use of the name of one of our colleagues in the House,
who happen d not to be present at the meeting, which cir-
cumstance will serve to show that the traneaction was at least
rather loosely conducted. 'We did have a long conversation,
and we talked about a great many Mississippi matters, whizh,
in my judgment, had sn important connexion with the in-
tercsts of that Bta'e. ‘W discussed the first letier for a time,
and then my letter was draughted. I was willing to sign
that and to stand by it forever. Afier that, the lotter of my
colleague in the other House was draughted, who had
draughted the first cne, if | understand the matter correctly.
Having a great rega:d for bim, I did not wish 10 be hypercri-
tieal ¢ in fact, T did not examine the letter perhaps as closely as I
should have done | for [ did not wish to wear the appearance
of seeking a disagreement with colleagues 8o much esteemed.
I certainly at the time, a8 my colleague knows, had some
little doubt as to the expediency of the movement ; hut I must
say I have vo much of the spirit of compromise and harmony
about me, and I wish s> much to fraternize with my colleagues,
that I did not hesitate to sign the letter at sll ; and no doubt
should do the same (hing again if a similar cecasion were to
arise. | am willing to be fully responsible for the letter, with
this explanat'on; and I say agein fhat the Senator from
Alsbama is perfecily welcome to use the letter against me to
any ex'ent and in any manner suited to bis own taste.
Honorable Senators here know, and the country knows, the
importance which I have constantly aftached 1o uniting the
Territorial and State bills, and how hard 1. have struggled
against the admision of California as a separate and distinet
measure, unconnected with those compensating advantages
connec'el with the plan of compromise lately reported to us.
No man living can say that, since the Pproposition was before

[ presume he will not take
th o of

Pposition.
language | have ever used in relation to the admission of Cali-

Thave never osked for an®|

the Senale to admit California as part of a general plan of set-

tlement, [huduhndny:.mpdmh. The honorable
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ginning © session up to t moment for lestimony
this_point, aad be w

junction of the bills,
admission would be g : South, and mi

ngee the Union. " I jave been shamefully stu
or faithless to those with whom I was acting, had I strug-
gled so bard 1o unite these bills into one comprebensive scheme
of retllement, with the intention of afterwards aiding,in ts
. As to the charge of inconsistency, in the first place I am
not guilty as charged ; secondly, if guilty in the precise man-
ner and form alleged, I am not apprehensive of receiving any
very serious punishment at the hands of my generous-hearted
constituents for an offence so trivial. I will inform the hon-
orable gentleman that [ do not set up any claims to abeolute
consistency, and I have always hals tuch cluims, by whom-
soever set up, as not a little ridiculous. I have been guilty
of inconsistencies at different periods of my tical life
far more sericus than the one specified. It was my
misfortune once even to err so far as to abandon for
a few months the Democratic party. That is to say, I
did not act with it for a short period of time, But the
people of Mississippi did not punish me very signally for this;
on the contrary, they nobly forgave me, and sent me here to
labor for the safety and happiness of the republic, without
any regular soligitation of that high honor at their hands—as
several now present know that I was sent here whilst avow-
ing my desire that a distinguished friend of mine should be
selecled in my place, [can assuie the honorable gentleman
that he can emuse himself with that letter as long as he
pleases, as [ am not apprehensive of receiving the least detri-
ment from it here or elsewhere. : :

Mr. DAVIS, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me
to sny a word merely in explanation of this latfer point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is under the

necessity of interposing.  This is a matter notgermane to the
suhject under consideration. Senators must be strictly re-
stricted in their remarks to the subject-matter under discussion.
The Benator from Alabama will proceed.
Mr. CLEMENS. Asthe Senator bas ohjected to my
reading the letter, I will let that pass. I propoge to try him
by the Congressional record—by opinions pot only' delibe-
rately uttered, but deliberately revised and corrected. I shall
read from one of my own which was fully endoreed
at the time by the honorsble Senator from Mississippi. ‘The
e:r.{;act is in reply to a question by the Senator from Ken-
tucky :

I answer that every thing coneceded by the admission of Cali-
fornia. The whole matter in controversy terminates at once.
The North gets all she has ever ask it by the aetion
of Congress, and in direct violation of the great legul principle
thut the wrong-doer shall not profit by his own wrong.

““Who among us does not know that agitation in the State
Legislatures and in the national ss has prevented
Bouthern emigration to California, and placed the country in
the power of those who have imposed this restrietion ? ho
is there so blind as not to see that this has been the result of
ressions commenced here ! And who does not feel that'
Congress is responsible for the fact that slavery has been ex-
cluded ? Property is proverbially timid. The slaveholder
would not carry his property there with a threat hanging over
him that it was to be taken away by operation of law the mo-
ment he landed. Agitation, then, in Congrgss—repeated
declarations made every where—in State islatures—in
conventions—in the public press—irom the pulpit even—that
slavery should be excluded by law, has deprived us of our
constitutional rights as certainly and effectually as any posi-
tive enactment could have done, and we are not only asked to
submit to it, but to accept it as a boon, and be very thankful
for anoutrage. Sir, I prefer the Wilmot proviso dirept. 1
preferit | it is bolder, plainer, and more manly. The
robber who meets me on the highway, and demands the sur-
render of my property, leaves me at least the option of a con-
test, and is entitled to far more respect than the assassin who
lurks behind a corner and stabs in the dark. So, sir, he who
undertakeg to deprive me ol my | rights by open means, is
ulways entitled to higher respect than he who seeks to accom-
plish the same end by deception and trickery. I hold that
whatéver opposition is due to the Wilmot proviso, whatever
resistance it demands, is doubly due to this scheme of smug-
gling a sovereigu State into the Union.” .

This is strong language certainly, but it was not too strong
for the taste of the Senator from Missiseippi at that time. He
endorsed it folly. I suppose he thinks it but little short of
treason now. !

At this point the honorable Senator gave way to

Mr. BUTLER, who moved that the further consideration
of the subject be pos poned till Monday next.

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration of Execu-
tive business, and afier some time spent therein, the doors
were re-opened, and then on motion the Senate adjourned.

Moxpav, May 20, 1850.

The California bill being agan under consideration—

Mr. CLEMENS said : Mr. President, when the Senate
last adjourned, I was examining the course pursued by the
Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. Foors,) and attempting to
show that if the opposers of this bill were justly chargeable
with ullraism, we could at least plead his example in exten-
uation. The task was an ungrateful one to me on many ac

counts. The Senator from Mississippi and myself represent
adjoining and kindred States. Our own personal relations
have heen of the kindest character. I hope and believe they
will continue to be so. There were other reasons, als», which
impelled me strongly to avoid any controversy with him, how-
ever courteous in i's character. Even sf er it was begun, in
the interval which followed the adjournment of the Senate,
I had determined to say nothing more upon the subject. But
the course which bas been since pursued by the advocates of
this bill renders it impossitle for me now to close. The ex-
travrdinary efforts which have been made to manufacture
public sentiment in its favor, and the denunciations hurled
sgainst those who, from a deep sense of duty, have expressed
their opposition to a scheme of compromise so delusive and so
dangerous, demand an exposure of its deformities. Cerlain
letter-writers from this city have been industriously engaged
in misrepresenting the acts and assailing the motives of those
who, in common with myself, believe this to be a shameless
surrender—not a compromise. One in particular has admon-
ished me that the Senator from Mississippi holds a proud po-
sition in a great nafional party, and therefore he cannot affurd
to be ulfra, 1 have no doubt that the SBenator bas a national
position, and I hope he may always retain it. I hope, also,
that the penple of the Bouth may take the view of the ques-
tion suggested, and, while repudiating his doctrines, that they
may still cherish the kindest feelings for the man. It may
not be amiss, however, to say a few words of this thing called
national reputation. It is something I value very lightly.
We are apt to prizs objects in proportion to the difficulties
which attend the pursuit ; and, estimated by this rule, na-
tional reputation is of quite too easy attainment to be sought
with any great avidity, We all know a process by which
any of us may secure it. It is not even beyond my grasp.
I should only have to turn traitor to my convictions of duty,
and abandon the interests of the Bouth, to change entirely the
notes of that whole pack of curs who are now yelping at my

heels. 8ir, I want no national reputation purchased at such
:h}:rice. I spurn it as I would any other foul and loathsome
ng.

When the Senator from Mississippi addressed us, the other
day, he took occasion to inform us that he did not regard con-
sistency as any grest virtue, afterall. Perhaps he was right.
In some degree, I certainly agree with him. A mere mortal,
whose judgment can never be clear and perfect, ought not to
adhere with blind and dogged obatinacy to all his opinions.
It may be my fault to cling to mine with too much tenacity.
Still, I think of the two extremes it is the best. I must think
it better to hold on to opinions once deliberately uttered than

vote for the Wilmot proviso, as part general
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ment of all claim to equal rights under the gonstitution
the same occasion the Senator
nounce, with great bitterness, the resolutibns offered
early of the session by the Senator from Ken
bave asserted, and I'stifl maintain, thet those
this scheme are substantislly the same. The Senator
Kentucky himselt, when called on to point out the d:
could think of but one—and that was the omission i
‘of two truths, as he called them, contained in the
utions—the one of law, the other of fact : the ope,
slavery was excluded from the Territories by the law of
Mexico—the other, that it was excluded by the law of God.
Well, sir, if these two truths were omitied ia 1be report, they
were not omitted in the speech which sccompanieJ and ex-
plained it. In'that speech the Senator from Kentucky re-
affirmed his two truths in the most emphatic manner. He
did more. He avowed that his object was to leave the laws
of Mexico in force, and exclude slavery forever. 1 do not
intend to leave this matter in doubt. I read from the spesch
cln)f- the B;mtor from Mississippi who site behind me, (Mr.
AVIS ;

““ But the Senator from Kentucky has avowed his purpose
‘that the lex loci shall remain ; that the right to hold this
rty shall be determined by the lex loc. Now, this
strikes me as strange, coming from one who, two days sinee,
in language so decided, so elogent, even fervent, arraigned the
non-action policy of the Administration, which would leave
the loeal law still in_foree. ‘T'o us, where is the difference ?
The Senator’s view, equally with the poliey he condemns,
would prevent our Southern citizens from going there with
this es of pro 5 und, thoughI do agree with him
as to the continuance of Mexican laws, his position shows the
extent to which our rights are to be respected and maintained,
This is important to me, th » in common with most South-
ern men, I hold thatthe law of Mexico was repealed (except
within the narrow limits of the relations of persons aud pro-
perty pre-existing and remaining in the country) on the sc-
t]:‘iluuw of the territory. That is my opinion ; and I hold
no political law exists in the country to whieh this bill
refers, except those résulting from the legisiation of Texas,
The Senator fiom Kentucky holds a different orluion; and
therefore it is to his opinion that my remarks apply. _His ob+
Jjeet is to leave the liws of Mexico in foree. If I misufBerstand
the Senator, I will listen to his correetion,
““Myr. Crax. The Senutor understands me perfectly,”

And yet, after all this, the Senator from Misalssippi (Mr,
'Foore) announced in our hearing that he liked the speech
better than he did the 0O, what miserable work we
make of it, when the task is imposed upon us of sustain-
ing wrong and injustice. God knows, I thought the report
went far enough ; but there were others, it seems, who
ferred a more unequivocal avowal that the rights and interests
of the Bouth were to be utterly disregaided. There was
time when the Senator from Missisaippi held other opinions.
There was a time when he did not hesitate to denounce such
sentiments in terms of eloquent indignation beyond my pow-
ers to equal.  Bir, let me read to him his own langnage—Ilet
ma refresh his recollection of his own just and genercus sen-
timents. Even now, it may not be too late to recall him to
the path from which he has wandered so widely :

“ On several occasions in Congress the honorable Senator
has been known in former years to exhibit himselt, more or
less, as a decided disapprover of the system of domestic sla-
very in the South. Last summer he took another step, and
recommended to the people of Kentucky, in a deeply inte-
resting letter, the adoption of & system of prospective eman-
cipation. The publication of this letter brought on a contest
in that State, which was waged heatedly and actively for sev-
eral months, and not without some bloodshed, but which hap-
pily terminated in the utter defeat of this plan of emaneipa-
tion. A short time sinee the free-soilers oF Ohio, and 1 E:-
lieve of several other States, held a Convention at Cleveland,
at which they adopted resolutions more objectionable to the
South than any which had antecedently appeared. A com-
mittee ot this Convention wrote a letter to the honorable Sen-
ator from Kentucky, to which he replied, approving fully the
objects of their assemblage, and giving his assent to theirgen-
eral doctrines. Such was the predicament of the honorable
Senator w]geu he came among us at thig session ; and what
has been his course here ? , sir, I feel bound to admit
that the honorable Benator has been quite consistent. His
first important movement was the introduction of his resolu-
tions of compromise. And ‘what are these resolutions ’
Why, one of t em is Eorm.lllli declarative of the hated Wil-
mot proviso principle ; another brings in California ; ano-
ther, by inevitable implication, asserts the power of Congress
to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia ; another pro-
poses to abolish the slave trade in the District of Columtf::
and all this is to be eonceded by the South without uny eom-
pensating advantages whatever. T am ccrtainly not a great
deal surprised that such terms of adjustment shonld have been
brought forward by the honorable Senator from Kentucky,
taking iuto consideration the events of his public life already
referred to; but I shall certainly always remain unable to
perceive in his resolutions any of the features of a genuine
cumxrnmila. ;

. “*And what sort of a speech was that by which these resolu-
tions were accompanied }  Why, sir, I undertake to say that
there is more in the sentiments and language of that speech to
mortify Southern sensibilities, to awaken dissatisfaction, and
to provnkg resentment, too, as well amoong all who are not
quite convineed as I am of the purity of the honorable Sena-
tor’s motives, than we find in any speech of professed aboli-
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vuoa?uo ustly tolhl{hm'ofe:% Amerioan. With
these views contented mysell’ with offering the bill which I

At that time the Senator would consent {o no adi
which did not contain an xproas reservation that sll secih of
36 degs. 30 mins. should be slave territory. Now he insists
:‘ngimluglhﬂm territory as low as the 32d parsllel

latitude without any reservalion whatever. Comment
mmglaﬂu inconsistency would almost be an insalt to

'3 .
We learn further, sir, that he then regarded the mere offer
of a compromise by a Soutbern man as wholly unjustifisble,
weak, unmanly, and craven. I hope he will pardon us if
we have learned his lessons too well ; and, when called on to
pass judgment upon the degree of guilt we bave incurred, he
will remember that, if we are not gifted with his facility for
change, it is a misfortune rather than a crime.
On the 22d Janvary, in reply to the honorsble Senator -
from C!ﬂcuwt, he favored us with a statement of certain
m;{:oﬂm facts of which be has suddenly become entirely
oDlivious :
“1 had hevetofore mmlnd the honorable gentleman

regnl_n-m'ddm t reader of negspape udlhnlltlll.:v:

it possible that he have fuiled t i
miﬁ«lh .of the now leading: tolthaUnhn,ont:
that a member. of the California Conven=

maevhv 1
tion itself (Mr. Borrs mnn‘pinﬁhm-jmlatm i
moment w. iley vaeated the chair in the Conven~
tion which he had conti to d . its whole ses-
sion, and said, in substance, that he felt autho to state the
fact that coercive power had been employed to bring about “
the stute of things then existing in Cdi‘l"zﬂia, and that the
constitution then about to be had been toreed upon the
mle of California. He further that orders had
given, in the most solemn und imposing manner, by the
powers at Washi that unless such constitution as was
adopted should be to the taste of certain high personages here
—perhaps including the honorable Senator from Connecticut,
for he may have admonished them. on the subject by a civeu=
r for I:‘la'{t I know)—unless such & eonstitution were adopt-
ed us would be suited to the taste of distinguished gentlemen
in Washington, (including the President and his Cabinet, ) the
whole influence of the Executive would be thrown against the
admission of California as a sovereign State ; and that, on the
contrary, in the event of such a constitution asshould prove
" :!eli'le‘;'"l" "t ‘,m%n l.h}; i :h would bz exerted,
roug imate r the i
California int:‘t}n Union as :.' sovereign mﬂ 2 b.ﬂ'n‘m‘
Iam not a little curious to know what has removed the
unfavorable impressions made upon his mind by the enormi-
ties here enumerated, or what evidence he has since received
to convince him the charges aie untrue. If he has any such
evidence in his possession, he owes it tothe President to retract
the grave charyes heretofore made. _
I read now, sir, from another speech of the honorable Sen-
ator, made on the 29th of January last :

*¢8. Ifull other questions conneeted with the subject of sla-

very can be satistactorily adjusted, I see no objection to ad-

mitting all California above the line of 36 esand 30 min--
utes into the Union ; provided another new alave State ean be

laid off within the present limits of Texas, 3o as to keep up.
the present equiponderance betwen the slave and free States

of the Union ; and, provided further, all this s done by way

of compiromise, and in order to save the Union, (as dear to me

as to auy man living.”)

_ Thus we seq that he was unwilling to admit even that pors.
tion of California north. of 36 degrees 30 minutes, without a

new slave State, for the purpose of keeping up the equipon-

derance between the free and slave States, and not then unless-

it was necessary to. the salvation of the Union. What has.
become of his doctrine of eguipunderance now, when he not
only takes California without a. slave Btate, but gives three-
fiee States to her ?

On the 13th of February he embodied his opinions in a
series of resolutions, and submitted them to the Senate. Tbhe-
fourth resolation is in substance the same as the paragraph
last read, and contains doctrine very widely different from
that he now advoeates :

‘“4, Resolved; That, in the Jjudgment of the Senate, Cali«

the present time, ubsolutely entitled to ad-. |

mating to this one of the honorable Senator from Kentuck:
has ever been delivered before in either house of Congress.
will not particularize ; but Lam sure that all who have read
that speech will admit that [ have done it but simple justice.
Why, sir, & speech so replete with offensive doctrine—so d
matical and overbearing in its tone—so0 menaging in its spirit,
no man but one owminF the moral prowess which so emi-
nent? distinguishes the honerable Senator from Kentucky,
could ever have been able to enunciate. I amu sure that the
honorable Senstor from New York (Mr. Sewana) will never
dare to deliver such a speech here ; the honorable Senator
from New Hampshire, {ﬁ: Haux, ) with all that rhetorical’
heroism which he displayed among us the other day, would
recoil from the uttersnce of much that fell with an easy grace
from the lips of the honorable § from K ky ; and
the honorabie gentleman from Ohio, (Mr, Chask, ) J am confi-
dent, is too moderate and forbearing in histemper ever to de-
liver such a philipie as this sgainst the whole system of do-
mestie slavery, and against the efforts of the Southern States
of the Confederacy to protect themselves against d ag-

ssions.  Sir, I feel that no other member of the Senate,
sides the Senator from Kentucky, could. have pronounced
such a in the hearing of Southern men, withbut calling
forth a response full of indignation and asperity.”
I hope the Senator from Mississippi will compare the first:
speech which he assailed sobitterly with: that speech for which |
he has expressed such extracrdinary admiration. [ am sugs.
that comparison ‘will reveal, to him the most extraordinavy.
change ef opinion and position which, even his experience ‘s
ever furnizhed.
Mr. President, there is not an important feature ofthis
compromise of which the.Senator fram Missiesippi has not, at
one time or another, expressed strong disapprobation. How
it happens that jumbling them. alé together has removed so
many deformities, and added so many beauties, is something
whi my comprehension. When the Senstex from
Missouri (Mr. Bxxxox) introduced a biil to purchese a por-
tion of Texas, and: cstablish the boundaries of the ramainder,
the Sonator froms Mississippi at once discovered thaj it was a
proposition pregnant with the most terrible dangers to the
Sovith. He distincily affirmed that every foot of; territory so
purchased *‘ would be claimed infallibly as sabject to the.
VW/ilmot proviso.” Then, after commenting upon certain re~
solutions adopled by Northern Legislatures, he-adds :

¢ Yes, sir, all these things I knew, and, Ihope, dulya

ciated ; but never did it enter my head to canceive tl!ntm

to acquire the habit of changing them with every change of
the moon. - How far the Senator is justly liable to the last
charge will appear in the progress of my remarks. He has
constituled himself the advance guard of the grand compro -
mise army. He has assumed to deliver lectures here upo o
the dangerous tendencies of wliraism. 1 propose to sho w
that, if it be a sin, it is one of which he has himaelf so lat ely
repented, that he has hardly had time to obtain forgiveness. He
has not only endorsed the strongest language ever use J by
me, hut he has gone very far beyondme. On Thursday I7 eadto
the Senate an extract from my own remarkes, and sai | that,
strong as this language was, it was not too strong for ‘(he taste
of the Benator from Mississippi at that time. I ¢ all now
read his endorsement. In upfy to the Senater fr om Ken-
tucky, he said : ;
“ Sir, had the honorable Senator confined hir ,self to the
propouiding of terms of settlement, howaver upfair and
oppressive to the Sonth, or had he been unnter jted to advo-
ea‘e the resolutions of compromise which he Jv 5 introduced
here with all his well known eloquence, § sb nyld not have
been disposed to complain of him in the least, Theugh I cer-
tainly concur with my esteemed friend "from  Alabama, who
has spoken to-day with a strength and Brill’ wney seldom, if
ever, surpassed in this body, in all thag he } 45 said tonching
the tiue charueter and effict of the resodatic g5 of the Senator
from Kentacky ; though 1 certainly ‘agree with the Senator
from Alabama, that these resolutious y jeld up the whole
ground of controversy to our insatintesdy srsaries ; though the
of the honorable Senator from Kr .ntucky, in support of
t| resolutions of his, was, in some “respects, highly objec-
tionable, both in phraseology and iv, substance, yet I d
have borne all this patiently, and did vl 50, [ mﬂi have re-
mained silent, or contented myseli wit h a solemn protest against
:::T:::sh . Bpnr;. .irr.u:hpl: gk Senator fr l(;:'n Kemuiek,'
2n80r upon this occasion.
He has deemed himsell sutheviae’| o din‘p rove, in strong
and pointed ,ll"t‘llf: of what lw 5 been said by Southern Se-
nators relative to the dssgers ~vhich are now so fierecly me-
nacing the Union, and those tire results which all mast at
last pereeive will be the inevit able firait of that aggressive po-
licy against which the South has been so long and so zen-
lously ing.”"

Now, Mr. PruHenl, I wish it to be remembered that my
remarks applied exclusively to the admission of California.
[ had spok'm uponi no other subject—alluded to no other
matter. ‘f'he Senator from M avowed his full con-
currents in all that 1 bad said, and thus direcily asserted that

was in existence a human being—a membex of this illustrious
body, too, representing among us one of the slave States of
the confederncy—who would dare to taka.it upon himself to
bring forward a bill like that which has made its ghastly appa-
rition among us this morning, and whish, if it becorne a law
without amendment, will completely wasettle the question of
slavery in all the vast domain which it proposes to purchase
from State of Texas. ® * * % The bill now brought
forwnrd, as will be ved by those who will examine it,
nullifies this Mi compromise principle in all the territo~
proposed to be Bnrehued , and every acre of it is placed in
tame plifht and condition preciscly as California and our
other recently acquired possessions.”

It is well the Senator informed us that he bad no great re-
gard for consistoncy. He proposes now to cut off ten de-
grees of latitude from the State of Texas—enough for three
free Siates—which we have his authority for saying will be
infallibly subject to the Wilmot proviso. He proposes fur-
ther to tax us from ten to fifteen millions of re for the
privilege of making them fiee States, and adding to the
vast power now threatening to crush us; and then, by way
of adding the most galling insult to the deepest mjuﬂ. he
demands that we shall accept this outrage as a compromise
as compensalion for the sdmission of California. Sir, if I
must take this nauseous dose at all, I mean to take it in sepa-
rate parcels, I prefer that California should come in singly
to coupling her admission with a surrender of ten degrees of
slave territory for the formation uf free Siates. I prefir that
there should be an open‘exercise. of power, rather than an
insidious compromise which not only surrenders overy lh!n.
in dispue, but surrenders also the right to complain or resist.

I read again from the same speech : 4

“ My bill wigiuazl.y roposed to puy to Texas a specific
sum, just one-hall of the sum now propoted by the Senator
from f\lilw'uri. for her ownership of the public lands situated
in the country commonly called New Mexico, north of a line
to be run in an easterly divection from the Paso del Norte to
the head-waters of the Red River; cautiously reserving,
though, to the territory in which the right ot property ina
portion of the public lands was thus to be p‘nruh-ud.!he prin-
eiple of compromise embodied in the resolutions of annexa-
tion. ‘This reservation, it will be st once perceived, is an ar-
rangement which cannot be dispensed with, without ineurrin
the risk of immediately multiplying the number of free States,
and deeply endangering the whole southern seetion of the
U

ion.,
?'G'Fhil 1 hadresolved to offer as & new scheme of compro-
mise ; which, with the establishment of a Territorial Govern-

the admimion of California was worse than the Wilmot pro-
Vio itself. Lot me ask him if he would be williag to-day to

ment in New Mexies, in Deseret, and California, and the ulti-
mate admission of Californin as a State, when freed from her

compromise line of 56

g | from the suspicion of :lavish fear,

into the Union as a State’; that whether she should

be admitted or not isa aitnPI_e question of expediency ; that it
t

would be altogether impolitio to admit. her with the bounda~
ries 'apcdﬁ::'?n the wurtimtiun recently ad by her Con-
vention, or with a territorial surface extending south of the
30 min, ; that it would be unwise
to grant such admission, ifiit should be hereafter made to a
pear that her present civil ization has been brought .
about by untair, unconstitutional, or coercive action on the
part of the. Federal Government, or any of its funetionaries ;
and that, all o:her impediments being remo sugh admis-.
sion should, under existing circumstances, only  allowed to .
take place under a olear and distinct understanding and agree-
ment that & new State may be hereafter formed within the -
present territorial limits.of the State of Texas, jn.accordance
with the articles of Texan annexation, and beadmitted inta,
the Union &t as early.a.period as practicable.’”

The ninth resolution is equally condemnatery of another-
fuatnre of the present ge
. *“9. Resolvad, Thatiit is inexpedient to lagislate at present:
in regard to the prohibition of the trade in slayes in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and tiat it is a matter witich may be well:
lekt to be regulited by the municipal authorities of said:

District.”
Mr. FOOTE. [ prefer that now.
Mr. CLEMENS. I bave no right to.judge of his prefer~

ences, I am arguing sgainst the bill. 1 find the bill which
he advocates contains this provision. Iiisone of the features
he himealf, has- denounced. 1 am stating it as an objection, «
and I have producsd his authority to sustsin me.

I have now shown that every feature of this compromise,
when taken separately, has met the strong and decided dis-
approwal .of the Senator from Mississigpi, What baaling vir-
tue there is in tacking them all together, I confess. myself
whelly, unable to comprehend. Not long sinee he declared,
with an earnsstness which left no doubt of his sincesity, that
thil‘g'mim of California would dissolve the Wnioa in six
meonths.

Mr. FOOTE. I think so yes,

Mr, CLEMENS. The Seralor says he thinka so yet—
meaning her separate admissian. Now, Mr. President, let
- me ask him if, according to his.doctrine of inkerent right, he
oan coaaplain of the adoption, of a constitution by the people

of California ! Can he, of all men, say her admission will
be am outrage ! Hae he not uded from the ns-
sumption of any such ground ? He has told us that the

ple, whether 500 or 508,000, have an inherent right to form
governments for themsslves. There wers certainly more than
800 people in Califoraia. According to the Senator from
Miseissippi, they had an inherent "ﬁt to assemble and adopt
a constitution, How, then, can venture even to vote
against her admission > ‘Wil he assume to obs'ruct them in
the exercise of an admitted and acknowledged right ? 8ir, I
must say that the speech of the honorable Benator from Mis<
sissippi, and his unquslified endorsement of this dsngerous
heresy, sre likely to be productive of far more disastrons con-
sequences than all the speeches of all the free-sollers together.
And still, afier doing all be can to prove that the admission of
California is no wrong, he doos not hesitate to threaten us
with terrible uences if, by any act of ours, her separate
admission should he hastened. Why, sir, if I "could rely on
the Senator’s argument, and take his dicta for truths, I should
unhesi‘atingly say that the great wrong contained in the pre--
sent bill is the dismemberment of Texas. If I believed in
the soundness of his views, I should at once move to separate
the measures, so that California might come in, and the par-
tition of Texas be rejected ; but entertaining insuperable objec-
lions to the whole bill in it present form, I shall, if the
amendments offered by mysell and others are voted down,
move to lay it on the table. What may then follow, I do not
know. One thing, however, I do know. No consequences
can deter me from acting according to the dictates of my best
judgment ; and that teaches me no biil can be worse than this.

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Crar) asked ua the
other day what was the necessity of quarre'ling about a mat-
ter of no_practical importance —that slavery was excluded
from the Territories by the law of God, could never ba
introduced. I answer his question by another. Ifit is a matter
of no importance, why can be not yield ? If he has entire
conﬁ_du_nce in the opinion he has advanced, why insist upon a
restriction which will add nothiog to his sccurity, and must
o very far to irritate and inflame the Southern mind ? Why
does he demand that all the concessions should come from us,
while he stabbornly refuses 10 make sny himself ? Conces-
sion, sir, when made by the strong, ir apt to be regarded as
gencrosity, but, when made by the weak, can never free itsell
The North may well af-
ford to make a ¢oncession on this point—we cannot.

A few more words, Mr. President, and [ am done. I am
told I ought to teke this bill because it is the best I can get.
Sir, I do not know that; but if [ did, the same argument
might be urged with equal force in favor of unconditional sub-
mission to any wrong ever perpetrated by the strong upon the




